May 25, 1971 


Mr. John. Leonard 
Editor, Saw forte fims 

Sunday Bosk Review 
Hew fork, Mm York 

Boar Mr. Leonard; 

Aar®® weeks ego, whan X wrote about John Ksolan’s { exons a the 
expression) *ravi©w {i of say FH AK3-UP, I did not know you had be- 
aotso editor of the sundry Book Review. fh® lest thing I hzd 
seen with your nstae is the review of Garrison* a "Her its?’® of 
Stone . ° 

Xour silence sine® then has been a die appoint me at, more acs after 
reading *?hst Time had to asy about you* 

Also since then X have asked that two things be sent yens ffe© 

Times editorial response to &n inquiry about why the last two 
(favorable) paragraphs of your review ©f Garrison** book were 
osolaad fro® the later editions, ©ad a new writing by Kaplan. 
Editorialising is not permitted is flans* reviews, tha editor 
said, hone© what you had to say that was good about Garrison* s 
book did not belong. I spare you the obvious ©osspsriaoa and 
question. And Kaplan, to who© your section assigned the only 
book critical of government and the workings of the institutions 
of society in the King assassination, has sine® added further 
disqualification by writing for the 031 a on the Angela Davis ease. 

fh© Times and Kaplan are far fro© the only case where reviews were 
assigned to partisans who pretend knowledge they do not have. 

Elmer Oorts, Warren Commission sycophant end on© of Jack Ruby * s 
last lawyers, accepted such an assignment from the Chicago Sun- 
Timas , this sftsr s) I had off ©red help in th© Ruby defense and 
h) Xaesrettd him quite publicly on Chicago TV for prating uadis - 
till© a propaganda to ray face. His chief complaint about me wag 
expressed in/iibel, that I wag part of a conspiracy to "frsst©* I * 3 
Clay Shaw. In all aspects and overtones, this is total falsehood. 

I write you not as an editor, not asking publication of this letter, 
but as & man concerned about tie society in which ha lives; about 
whst has happened to it and to those who turn toward peace and a 

share of the sstiosal heritage for those so long denied it; about 

the distortion and corruption of all the means of justice; and 
shout how wsy kind of represents tiva society can function whoa it 
is cither not tola shout information required for its functioning 
or given an entirely misrepresent© tiva opinion of it, slssrly de- 
signed to discourage interest in it, to kill it. 
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writer. It raised basis questions about tbs integrity of your 
section I would think you would want to address, if only to 
record that you did not consciously assign this review to s aaa 
so ridden with irreconcilable conflicts. I hate to believe you 
or anyone else there did it on purpose. 

If you did not kill an^snoznaous and bankrupting labor that cannot 
possibly be financially rewarding, it will not be your fault. 

Yours truly. 


Harold Vaisberg 



